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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

In response to the amendment filed 6/26/2006, claims 1-12 and 14-15 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

[1] Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: The claim contains duplicate 
limitations. Claim 15 sub-labels F and I both contain the identical limitation of 'providing 
professional development for the participants)'. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first and second paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter 
which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 12, and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2 nd paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the 
applicant regards as the invention. 

[2] Regarding claim 12, a limitation is recited that references "the data processing system". Since 
a data processing system is not defined prior to this instance, there is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected for their incorporation of the 
above through their dependencies. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the relevant portion of 35 U.S.C. 102 that forms the basis for the 
rejections made in this section of the office action; 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of the application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-6, 9-12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
McCormick et al. (US 7,031,651). 

[3] With regard to claims 1,9, 11, and 12, McCormick discloses a data processing system having 
a memory, a processor, a display and user interface, and software running on the system, 
wherein the system is connected to computers within a network for communication therebetween 
such that at least one user is capable of accessing information about a program from the 
computers. See col. 4: 1-10. Note that the limitation of the system being for cultural ambassador 
exchange reflects the intended use of the system, and does not patentably distinguish this 
invention over the prior art. See MPEP 21 14. The same holds true for all further occurrences of 
this limitation throughout applicants' claims. McCormick further discloses wherein the system 
includes information relating to a multiplicity of participants (as per claim 11). See col. 5: 50-60. 
McCormick further discloses wherein the participants include cultural diplomats. See col. 1: 60- 
65. Note that the teacher in this citation is providing cultural information (language) to a student 
who is seeking such information. Thus, the teacher is in effect a cultural ambassador. Further 
note that the student, by the very nature of learning a language, is inherently providing cultural 
information back to the teacher during the educational session. The teacher must know cultural 
information about the student (such as their current language) in order to effectively communicate 
feedback to the student in the manner described in col. 5: 40-45. Thus students in the system of 
McCormick are also considered to be a form of cultural ambassadors for the purposes of this 
office action. McCormick further discloses wherein the participants include corresponding 
mentors/advisors. See col. 7: 15-20. McCormick further discloses wherein the participants include 
students. See col. 1: 65-67. McCormick further discloses wherein the participants include at least 
one host for interacting with other participants via the data processing system. See col. 2: 10-15. 
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Note that the administrator is effectively the host of the system. Further note that teachers are 
also hosts for their students. Thus, for the purposes of this office action, teachers and 
administrators will additionally be considered as hosts. McCormick further discloses wherein the 
program provides for the exchange of cultural information in addition to teaching standard 
curriculum information. See col. 4: 55-65. McCormick further discloses wherein the program is 
administered and the participants managed over a pre-determined period. See col. 9: 10-40. 
McCormick further discloses wherein the period includes at least three distinct phases, including 
acclimation, teaching, and sharing of the information. See col. 5: 1-4 (acclimation phase), col. 5: 
30-40 (teaching phase), and col. 5: 20-23 (sharing phase). Note that in the citation above 
pertaining to the acclimation phase, the students are performing initial research on the topic of 
study in order to acclimate themselves to the material. McCormick further discloses wherein the 
system is automated, using the data processing system for providing remote access by the 
participants to the administration and/or participation of the program (as per claims 9 and 12). 
See col. 6: 3-35. 

[4] Regarding claims 2 and 14, McCormick discloses wherein the program is administered within 
the context of an educational system and the participants include teachers. See col. 1: 55-67. 

. .\ 

[5] Regarding claim 3, McCormick discloses wherein the program includes a two-way information 
exchange wherein the cultural diplomats experience an adaptation exchange for the receipt of 
information from the host. See col. 10: 1-5. Note that in this citation the cultural diplomat (teacher) 
is receiving information from the administrator (host) which will allow for adaptation to the 
selected students. McCormick further discloses an outbound exchange for the sharing of 
information from the cultural diplomat. See col. 5: 1 0-20. 

[6] Regarding claim 4, McCormick discloses wherein the adaptation exchange includes cultural 
information relating to the host (teacher). See col. 5: 20-30. Note that the teachers in this citation 
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are providing language instruction in a language that they already know, said language thus 
being cultural information relating the host. 

[7] Regarding claim 5, McCormick discloses wherein the outbound exchange includes cultural 
information relating to the cultural ambassadors (teachers). See col. 5: 20-30. 

[8] Regarding claim 6, McCormick discloses wherein the outbound exchange includes information 
selected from the group consisting of: educational information, cultural information, professional 
information, and combinations thereof. See col. 5: 20-30. 

[9] Regarding claim 10, McCormick discloses wherein the system further includes means for 
administration, tracking, and auditing of the program and/or it's participants. See col. 8: 45-60. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of the relevant portion of 35 U.S.C. 103 that forms the basis for the 
rejections made in this section of the office action; 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McCormick et al. 
(US 7,031,651) in view of Boyd, Barry L. ("Does study abroad make a difference? An 
impact assessment of the international 4-H youth exchange program." Journal of 
Extension. October 2001. Vol. 39, No. 5). 
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[10] Regarding claim 15, McCormick discloses a system that meets all limitations of claim 12, as 
described in paragraph 3 above. McCormick further discloses the recruiting of new participants, 
and of placing them in the program. See col. 6: 3-6. Note that the student in this citation is 
deciding whether or not to enroll in a course (e.g. the student is in the process of recruitment). 
McCormick further discloses providing arrival orientation to the participants (arrival to the system), 
as well as an introduction to the system. See col. 6: 19-25. McCormick discloses the providing of 
adaptation exchange, for permitting the cultural ambassador participants (students) to adapt to 
the host (teacher) environment. See col. 6: 19-35. McCormick further discloses providing 
professional development to the students. See col. 1: 60-65, and note that learning additional 
languages certainly constitutes professional development. McCormick further discloses providing 
outbound exchange for the cultural ambassador participants (teachers) to deliver information to 
the host, to students, and/or to non-cultural ambassador participants of the program. See col. 5: 
20-30. McCormick further discloses providing additional opportunities for the cultural ambassador 
participants (students). See col. 6: 20-35. Note that the student has the opportunity to select a 
text chat with the teacher, and an additional opportunity to select a voice chat. McCormick fails to 
teach of providing social events for the cultural ambassador participants to attend and/or the 
cultural ambassador participants attending social events, which may occur at more than one point 
and/or be more than one step that occurs throughout the program, and which may facilitate other 
steps, such as the adaptation exchange step. However, Boyd teaches of an educational system 
for cultural exchange that meets the afore-mentioned limitations. See page 1, 4 th paragraph. 
McCormick further fails to teach of providing an alumni network for cultural ambassador 
participants who have participated in the program. However, Boyd teaches of this limitation on 
page 3, 1 st paragraph. McCormick further fails to teach of providing pre-departure orientation to 
participants, which may preferably occur via remote access to the system by the participants 
and/or be a self-administered or self-guided step. However, Boyd teaches of this feature 
inherently on page 1, 3 rd paragraph. In this citation Boyd describes cultural delegates traveling 
from the United States to Europe. It is inherent that some form of pre-departure orientation occurs 
in this scenario, because if the diplomats did not have an orientation regarding basic facts, such 
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as why they were departing, or where they were departing to, they would not be departing at all 
(with respect to the exchange program). McCormick further fails to teach of the cultural diplomats 
returning to their home countries. However, Boyd teaches of such on page 4, 2 nd paragraph. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, to incorporate the social features, alumni network, and travel/orientation features of 
Boyd, into the system of McCormick, in order to provide further cultural adaptation through social 
interaction, a network for communication and support among system alumni, and to prepare 
cultural ambassadors for travel and participation in the exchange program. 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McCormick 
et al. (US 7,031,651) 

[11] Regarding claims 7 and 8, McCormick discloses an electronic educational system for the 
exchange of cultural information as described in paragraph 3 above. McCormick further discloses 
wherein the educational system comprises three phases, and the program lasts for a 
predetermined period of time. See paragraph 3 above. McCormick does not expressly disclose 
wherein the exchange period occurs over a period of between 4 and 30 months. Additionally, 
McCormick does not disclose wherein each of the three exchange period phases of acclimation, 
teaching, and sharing of the information occur over a period of time that is approximately 
equivalent. At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art, to have the exchange period be between 4 and 30 
months, and to have the three distinct exchange phases be approximately equivalent in duration, 
since applicant has not disclosed that these limitations provide an advantage, serve a particular 
purpose, or solve a stated problem. Furthermore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
expected the system of McCormick and applicants invention to perform equally well with their 
respective program durations because both systems still perform the function of exchanging 
cultural information. Accordingly, it would have been prima facie obvious to modify McCormick to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 7 and 8, because such a modification would have been 
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considered a mere design choice consideration which fails to patentably distinguish over the prior 
art. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Timothy Musselman whose telephone number is (571)272-1814. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 6:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on (571)272-6788. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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